SB 6241-S - DI GEST
(DI GEST AS ENACTED)

Makes 2006 suppl emental transportation appropriations.

VETO MESSAGE ON SSB 6241
March 31, 2006

To the Honor abl e President and Menbers,
The Senate of the State of Washi ngton

Ladi es and Gentl enen:

| amreturning, wthout ny approval as to portions of Sections
204, 212(6), 213(5), 214(5), 304(16), 307(8), and 309(19) of
Substitute Senate Bill 6241 entitl ed:

"AN ACT Relating to transportation funding and
appropriations.”

My reasons for vetoing portions of the above-noted Sections
are as foll ows:

Section 204, page 6, Board of Pilotage Conm ssioners, Trainee
Sti pends

Section 204 provides additional appropriation authority to the
Board of Pilotage Comm ssioners for pilot trainee stipends.
Appropriation authority was provided in Engrossed Substitute

Senate Bill 6870, which was enacted by the Legislature and
signed into |l aw on March 14, 2006. Leaving Section 204 intact
would increase the Board of Pil otage Conm ssi oners'
appropriation authority above the intended anount and woul d
exceed the revenue available to the agency. Therefore, | have
vet oed Section 204.

Section 212(6), page 18, Departnent of Licensing - Information

Services, Parking Privileges
This proviso funds inplenentation of Substitute House Bil

2389 and stipulates that the appropriation will lapse if the
bill is not enacted. Substitute House Bill 2389 did not pass
the Legislature. Therefore, | have vetoed Section 212(6).

Section 213(5), page 19, Departnent of Licensing - Vehicle
Services, Parking Privileges
This proviso funds inplenentation of Substitute House Bil

2389 and stipulates that the appropriation will lapse if the
bill is not enacted. Substitute House Bill 2389 did not pass
the Legislature. Therefore, | have vetoed Section 213(5).

Section 214(5), pages 20-21., Departnent of Licensing, Federal
Real ID




Section 214(5) directs the Department of Licensing to join in
any lawsuit filed by other states seeking funding to inplenent
the provisions of Title Il of P.L. 109-13 (inproved security
for driver's |license and personal identification cards
(Federal Real 1D Act)) whenever the departnent is legally and
ethically permtted to do so. This language is overly
prescriptive. I wll engage the federal government on this
issue when it is prudent and in the best interest of
Washington State to do so. But |l|egal action, whether
unilateral or in conjunction with other states, will only be
undertaken followng a rigorous review of the issues and
consultation with the state's Attorney Ceneral. Therefore, |
have vetoed Section 214(5).

Section 304(16), pages 47-48, Departnent of Transportation -
| nprovenents, SR 520 Pl an

Section 304(16) earmarks $250,000 for the City of Seattle to
prepare a State Route 520 expansion inpact plan and prohibits
the Departnent of Transportation from beginning construction
on the State Route 520 bridge replacenent and Hi gh Occupancy
Vehicle project until agreenents have been reached with the
City of Seattle. This subsection contradicts Section 304(18),
whi ch sets forth the National Environnental Policy Act (NEPA)
requi rements that the departnent nust designate the preferred
alternative, prepare a substantial project mtigation plan,
and conplete a conprehensive cost estimate. It is incunbent
upon the departnment to follow state and federal environnental
| aws and not del egate decision nmaking to the City of Seattle.
Therefore, | have vetoed Section 304(16).

Section 307(8), page 54, Departnent of Transportation -
Ferries, Auto-Passenger Ferries

Section 307(8) provides funding for auto-passenger ferry
vessel s using the process identified in Substitute Senate Bill
6853, which did not pass the Legislature. Wile the
Legi sl ature considered the ferry vessel procurenent process in
Substitute Senate Bill 6853, it was not its intent to
elimnate funding for ferry vessels. Therefore, | have vetoed
Section 307(8) with the understanding that the funding remains
available to the Departnent of Transportation for the
procurenent of ferry vessels.

Section 309(19), pages 61-62, Departnent of Transportation -
Local Prograns, RTPGs

Section 309(19) requires regional transportation planning
or gani zati ons ( RTPGs) t hat receive f eder al surface
transportati on program funding to distribute funds based on a
prioritized conpetitive basis rather than by forrmula. It also
prohi bits funds from being used for adm nistration. Wile I
strongly support this legislative intent, | Dbelieve these
changes should be phased in over tinme in order to avoid
di sruptions to project programm ng and delivery. RTPCs are




required by federal law to prepare four-year Transportation
| mprovenent Progranms. The current transportation inprovenent
program covers cal endar years 2006 through 2008. Therefore, |
have vetoed Section 309(19).

However, effective wth the development of the 2008
Transportation |Inprovenent Prograns, | am directing the
Departnment of Transportation to work with RTPGOs to ensure that
it prioritizes project selections based on regional priorities
such as growth managenent, congestion relief, safety, economc
devel opment, or other regional priorities that support state
and federal policies. Inaddition, the departnent shall retain a
full and transparent accounting of all federal surface
transportation programfunds and their uses.

Wth the exception of the above-noted portions of Sections
204, 212(6), 213(5), 214(5), 304(16), 307(8), and 309(19),
Substitute Senate Bill 6241 is approved.

Respectfully subm tted,
Christine O Gegoire
Gover nor



